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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections -35 USC §103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Chrisop et al. (US 2001/0025343) in view of Kanematu (US 7,130,066). 

3. Regarding Claim 1 , Chrisop et al teach an image processing device 
comprising: an image data storage unit for temporarily storing an image data to 
be processed (Fig. 1 , S1 10) (store image data to copier memory) (page 3, 
paragraph [0031]); an image data destruction unit for destructing the image data 
stored in said image data storage unit (Fig. 1, S135, automatically overwrite 
copier memory with bit mask) (page 3, paragraph [0031]); and an operation 
restricting unit for restricting the operation for processing the image data when 
said image data destruction unit destructs the stored image data (page 3, 
paragraph [0036]) (concealing information stored in at least one memory) (page 
5, Claim 1). 

Chrisop et al fail to teach an image processing device comprising: an 
operation unit with a display for determining various settings. 
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Kanematu teaches an image processing device comprising: an operation 
unit with a display for determining various settings (Fig. 12, U I 251) (deletion of 
data) (col. 15, lines 50-55, col. 16, lines 4-5). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to have combined the teachings of Chrisop with the 
teaching of Kanematu to choose to erase the image as a selection on the copier 
display unit. 

4. Regarding Claim 2, Chrisop et al teach an image processing device, 
wherein said operation unit comprises a destruction designating unit for 
demanding said image data destruction unit to destruct the stored image data 
(Fig. 1 , S135, automatically overwrite copier memory with bit mask) (page 3, 
paragraph [0031]). 

5. Regarding Claim 3, Chrisop et al teach an image processing device, 
wherein said image data destruction unit destructs a related information required 
for processing the image data together with the image data stored in said image 
data storage unit (image data is overwritten) (page 3, paragraph [0031]). 

6. Regarding Claim 4, Chrisop et al teach an image processing device, 
wherein said operation restricting unit comprises a function to restrict the 
operation for processing the image data (page 2, paragraph [0017]) (concealing 
information stored in at least one memory) (page 5, Claim 1 ). 

Chrisop et al fail to teach an image processing device, displaying 
information related to the restriction on the display of said operation unit. 
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Kanematu teaches an image processing device, displaying information 
related to the restriction on the display of said operation unit (Fig. 12, Ul 251 ) 
(deletion of data) (col. 15, lines 50-55, col. 16, lines 4-5). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to have combined the teachings of Chrisop with the 
teaching of Kanematu to display the image erasure message on the display of 
the copier. 

Regarding Claim 5, Chrisop et al fail to teach an image processing device, 
wherein said operation unit comprises a function to cancel the restriction by the 
operation restricting unit provided to the operation for processing the image data 
when a predetermined operation has been verified while said operation 
restricting unit is restricting the operation for processing the image data. 

Kanematu teaches an image processing device, wherein said operation 
unit comprises a function to cancel the restriction by the operation restricting unit 
provided to the operation for processing the image data when a predetermined 
operation has been verified while said operation restricting unit is restricting the 
operation for processing the image data (Fig. 22, cancel button). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to have combined the teachings of Chrisop with the 
teaching of Kanematu to allow a user to cancel the image data erasure function. 
7. Regarding Claim 6, Chrisop et al teach an image processing device 
having a scanner function, a printer function and an image data transmission and 
reception function, capable of processing an image corresponding to a 
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designated function, said image processing device comprising: an image data 
storage unit for temporarily storing an image data to be processed to an image 
data storage region (Fig. 1, S110) (store image data to copier memory) (page 3, 
paragraph [0031 ]); an image data destruction unit for destructing said image data 
storage region (Fig. 1, S135, automatically overwrite copier memory with bit 
mask) (page 3, paragraph [0031]). 

Chrisop et al fail to teach an image processing device comprising: an 
operation unit with a display for determining various settings; and a notifying unit 
for notifying the completion of destruction of said image data storage region by 
said image data destruction unit to a predetermined specific right holder. 

Kanematu teaches an image processing device, comprising: an operation 
unit with a display for determining various settings (Fig. 12, Ul 251) (deletion of 
data) (col. 15, lines 50-55, col. 16, lines 4-5); and a notifying unit for notifying the 
completion of destruction of said image data storage region by said image data 
destruction unit to a predetermined specific right holder (Fig. 60, message 
display box 822) (col. 25, lines 4-6). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to have combined the teachings of Chrisop with the 
teaching of Kanematu to choose to erase the. image as a selection on the copier 
display unit and to notify the user of the erasure. 

8. Regarding Claim 7, Chrisop et al fail to teach an image processing device, 
wherein said notifying unit enables a notifying condition to be selected. 
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Kanematu teaches an image processing device, wherein said notifying 
unit enables a notifying condition to be selected (Fig. 22, OK or CANCEL). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to have combined the teachings of Chrisop with the 
teaching of Kanematu allow a user to choose if the data is really to be erased 
prior to the erasure. 

9. Regarding Claim 8, Chrisop teach an image processing device, wherein 
said notifying condition of said notifying unit is selected between an output using 
a printer function and an output performed by transmitting a notification image 
data via a network (present invention adopted for use with any digital document 
processor) (page 4, paragraph [00414]). 

1 0. Regarding Claim 9, Chrisop et al fail to teach an image processing device 
wherein said notifying unit outputs a notice corresponding to a selected notifying 
condition when all areas of said image data storage region of said image storage 
unit have been destructed completely by said image data destruction unit. 

Kanematu teaches an image processing device wherein said notifying unit 
outputs a notice corresponding to a selected notifying condition when all areas of 
said image data storage region of said image storage unit have been destructed 
completely by said image data destruction unit (Fig. 60, message display box 
822) (col. 25, lines 4-6). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to have combined the teachings of Chrisop with the 
teaching of Kanematu to notify the user of the erasure of image data. 
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11. Regarding Claim 1 0, Chrisop teaches an image processing device, 
wherein said image data destruction unit comprises a function to destruct a 
related information required for processing the image data together with the 
image data stored in said image data storage unit (image data is overwritten) 
(page 3, paragraph [0031]). 

Conclusion 

12. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Morita (US 2002/0054326) discloses a method and apparatus for image 
formation. 

Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Satwant K. Singh whose telephone number is 
(571) 272-7468. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Friday 
8am - 4:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, David K. Moore can be reached on (571) 272-7437. The 
fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571 -273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000! 
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